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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 09/22/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Chou et al. (5,583,761) (herein known as Chou). 

Applicant argues that Palevich et al. (5,630,131) (herein known as Palevich) at least does 
not teach or disclose searching an external language file associated with the desired language; 
locating a language string within the external language file. This argument is not persuasive. 
Palevich teach external files, Fig. 3 A elements 304-318 locale, current locales are searched via 
text (col. 13 lines 2-9, each file or locale are associated with the desired language or specified 
locale or root locale (localization or preparation of an application developed in one language for 
use in an area or locale which uses another language); the language string is found in the 
"object", as objects may contain text, col. 12 lines 1-6, 27-35, 40-45; col. 13 lines 12-16; and col. 
14 lines 38-46. Therefore, Palevich does teach searching an external language file associated 
with the desired language; locating a language string within the external language file. 

Applicant argues that Palevich fails to disclose how such translation may be 
accomplished. In light of this argument, should the claim language reflect this necessary step, as 
the preamble is a method for replacing a language of a user interface, the word "translating" is 
not found in claim 1, just replacing the language of a user interface. Palevich does replace the 
language of a user interface, via a dictionary which represents locale hierarchy, Palevich' s 
replacement of language is in effect a "translation" from one language to the next, col. 13 lines 
55-58. Therefore, Palevich does disclose how such translation may be accomplished 
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2. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
In this case, Chou (5,583,761) has an automatic displaying program in different languages 
offering the user the flexibility to work with DOS, OS/2, Windows, and Unix, (Chou Abstract). 
And Since Palevich does teach the limitations of claims 9 and 17, Chou does cure any 
deficiencies of Palevich. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-4, 6-8, and 10-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Palevich et al. (5,630,131). 

As to claims 1 and 10, Palevich et al. teach a method for replacing a language of a user 
interface of a computer system comprising: 

starting an application on said computer system (col. 7 lines 8-16); 
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choosing a desired language from among a plurality of written languages (Fig. 3 col. 13 
lines 11-18 and col. 14 lines 21-26; Fig. 3 A elements 304-318; written language is in the text 
aspect of the "object"); 

searching an external language file (col. 6 lines 44-58; inherent in data storage device, 
such as floppy disk) associated with desired language (locale language) (col. 12 lines 1-11 and 
col. 10 lines 56-67 and col. 1 1 lines 40-53 and Fig. 1 element 126; locale language stored in 
archive, archive in shared library, shared library stored in data storage device, element 126, in 
which the data storage device comprise a hard disk or removable-media disk, thus, the removable 
disk inherently has external files); 

locating a language string within the external language file (col. 12 lines 1-11; although 
not all objects include strings, localization of an application would require a translation of text 
strings embedded within an object); and 

redrawing the user interface based at least in part on said language string without closing 
the application (col. 34 lines 17-27, claim 1 d; users can design a new user interface and then 
load that new user interface into a running program without stopping and restarting the running 
program). 

As to claims 2 and 1 1, which depend on claims 1 and 10, Palevich et al. teach wherein 
the user interface further comprises redrawing said user interface in an original language with the 
desired language (col. 12 lines 44-61; the overriding operations means that whatever local is 
chosen, some are stored in the chosen locale while others are at higher levels of the locale 
hierarchy). 
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As to claims 3 and 12, which depend on claims 1 and 10, Palevich et al. teach 
and further comprising modifying the language string to comply with the desired 
language in response to an absence of a language string associated with the desired language 
(col. 12 lines 1-50, 63-67; translate via localization, the local language may require a translation 
of text strings embedded in the object, the embedded strings in root objects maybe any language, 
depending on the application, the process of selecting a language which matches a text string 
inherently responses to an absence of desired language, otherwise, there would not be a need to 
select a different language via translation or localization of the original language/text string). 

As to claims 4 and 13, which depend on claims 1 and 10, Palevich et al. teach 
and further comprising modifying the external file to comply with the desired 
language in response to an absence of an external file associated with the desired language (col. 
12 lines 1-50, 63-67 and col. 13 lines 1-15; archive files, program requests an object from 
archive, copy of object for current system locale but program may also request object from a 
specified local, augment route local via language level, country level, and regional level or 
dialects). 

As to claims 6 and 14, which depend on claims 1 and 10, Palevich et al. teach 
wherein the language string comprises a plurality of language strings (col. 12 lines 1-50, 63-67). 

As to claim 7 and 15, which depend on claims 1 and 10, Palevich et al. teach 
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wherein the external language file comprises a plurality of external 
language files (col. 12 lines 1-50, 63-67 and col. 13 lines 1-15 and col. 12 lines 40-67 and Fig. 
3A). 

As to claim 8 and 16, which depend on claims 1 and 10, Palevich et al. teach 
the application is operated on an inherent, operating system (col. 7 lines 18-25 and col. 9 
lines 40-55). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 9 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Palevich 
et al. (5,630,131) as applied to claims 8 and 16 above, and further in view of Chou (5,583,761). 

As to claims 9 and 17, which depends on claims 8 and 16, Palevich et al. teach an 
operating system (col. 7 lines 18-25 and col. 9 lines 40-55). 
Palevich et al. does not teach plurality of operating systems. 

However, Chou does teach wherein the operating system comprises a variety of operating 
systems (abstract, windows or Unix). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to modify Palevich et 
al.'s multilingual graphic interface with Chou's automatic displaying program in different 
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languages because this would offer the user the flexibility to work with DOS, OS/2, Windows, 
and Unix, thus application can be pure text based and/or graphic based. (Chou Abstract). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Myriam Pierre whose telephone number is 571-272-761 1. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 5:30 a.m. - 2:00p.m. 

7. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Richemond Dorvil can be reached on (571) 272-7602. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

8. Information as to the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
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Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Myriam Pierre 



AU 2626 
12/03/06 
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